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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to Applicant's amendnnent filed July 28, 2008. 
Claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 13, and 18 are currently amended. Claims 1-4, 7-11, 13-16, and 
18-28 are currently pending in this case. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to the section 1 1 2 rejection of the claims, 
given their current amended form, are persuasive. The section 112 rejection is hereby 
withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the section 103 rejections of claims 1,7, 13, and 
18, as currently amended, have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 7-11, 13-16, and 18-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dolan et al (US 5,604,801) in view of Rothstein (Edward Rothstein 
(1997, January 20). Making the Internet come to you, through 'push' technology. New 
York Times (Late Edition (east Coast)), p. 5. Retrieved December 7, 2007, from 
Banking Information Source database. (Document ID: 10883254).), further in view of 
Benson (US 6,334,118). 
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5. Regarding claim 1 - 

6. Dolan discloses a method for a transaction request from an remote electronic 
transaction system running an xAgent to a portable electronic authorization device 
(READ) carried by a user for an electronic confirmation, comprising (e.g. col 6 In 53- col 
7 In 2) steps of: 

receiving at the portable electronic authorization device first digital data 
representing the transaction request; (col 6 In 53 - col 7 In 5) 

providing information to the user regarding an ability to approve or modify the 
transaction request performing approval and encryption of the transaction approval 
within the READ; (col 6 In 50 - col 7 In 24) and 

when the transaction request is approved by the user, receiving at the electronic 
transaction system second digital data representing the electronic confirmation of the 
transaction request, (col 7 In 18-24) 

wherein the receiving step is performed via a wireless communication port 
associated with the portable electronic authorization device, (e.g. abs) 
Dolan does not specifically disclose push technology as the manner in which the 
transaction request is sent. Rothstein, however, does (e.g. par 2-3). 
Dolan further does not specifically disclose utilizing a private key stored within the 
READ without transmission of the private key to the remote electronic transaction 
system or entry of the private key by the user to the READ. Benson, however, does, at, 
e.g col 8 In 17-24. 
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7. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use push technology to make transaction requests since "pushing makes" 
facilitates making money on the internet by guaranteeing sites more visitors and 
thereby, inter alia, making the sites more appealing to advertisers (see Rothstein, par 6- 
7). Further, it would have been obvious to combine Benson with the above references 
since Benson, like Dolan is in the field of authorizing electronic transactions, and 
motivated by the need for greater security through the prevention of interception of 
private keys. 

8. Regarding claims 2-4 - 

Rothstein discloses pushing technology (par 3, "This is being called 'push'..."). 
Specifically, Rothstein teaches a user automatically receiving information (par 3) via 
software ("smart") agents (paragraph... "Ultimately...") that are programmed to retrieve 
information from the internet that meet the user's predetermined criteria. Therefore, a 
predictable result (see, e.g., KSR, 127 S.Ct. at 1741, 82 USPQ2d at 1396) of Rothstein 
would be to apply push technology to retrieving any user information (e.g. stock related, 
sports, auctions, etc.). 

9. Regarding claim 7 - 

10. Dolan discloses a portable electronic authorization device (READ) (e.g. abs) for 
approving a transaction request from a point-of-sale system (e.g. col 6 In 57 - col 7 In 
24), comprising: 

a transceiver in the portable electronic authorization device configured to receive 
first digital data representing the transaction request; (col 5 In 20-45) 
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a display configured to provide information to tlie user regarding ability to 
approve or modify the transaction request; (e.g. fig 1 , 130) 

a scanner configured to scan at least one of bar-code or OCR information; (e.g. 
col 3 In 50-65)and 

a downloadable transaction program to enable the portable electronic 
authorization device to perform a transaction; (col 6 In 57- col 7 In 24) 

wherein the transceiver is further configured such that when the transaction 
request is approved by the user, the transceiver is configured to transmit second digital 
data representing the electronic confirmation of the transaction request the means for 
performing the approval and encrypting the transaction approval being included within 
the READ, (col 6 In 57- col 7 In 24). 

As above, Dolan does not specifically disclose push technology as the manner in which 
the transaction request is sent. Rothstein, however, does (e.g. par 2-3). Specifically, 
Rothstein teaches a user automatically receiving information (par 3) via software 
("smart") agents (paragraph... "Ultimately...") that are programmed to retrieve 
information from the internet that meet the user's predetermined criteria. Therefore, a 
predictable result (see, e.g., KSR, 127 S.Ct. at 1741, 82 USPQ2d at 1396) of Rothstein 
would be to apply push technology to retrieving any user information (e.g. stock related, 
sports, auctions, etc.). 

1 1 . Dolan further does not specifically disclose utilizing a private key stored within 
the READ without transmission of the private key to the remote electronic transaction 
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system or entry of the private l<ey by tlie user to tlie READ. Benson, liowever, does, at, 
e.g. col 8 In 17-24. 

12. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use push technology to make transaction requests since "pushing makes" 
facilitates making money on the internet by guaranteeing sites more visitors and 
thereby, inter alia, making the sites more appealing to advertisers (see Rothstein, par 6- 
7). Further, it would have been obvious to combine Benson with the above references 
since Benson, like Dolan is in the field of authorizing electronic transactions, and 
motivated by the need for greater security through the prevention of interception of 
private keys. 

13. Regarding claim 8 - 

14. Dolan discloses the portable electronic authorization device of claim 7, wherein: 

15. the scanner is configured to scan in barcode information to establish a 
communications link between the portable electronic authorization device and a Point- 
of-Sale terminal, (e.g. col 3 In 50-65). 

16. Regarding claim 9 - 

1 7. Dolan discloses the portable electronic authorization device of claim 7, wherein: 

18. the scanner is at least one of a barcode or an OCR scanner, (e.g. col 3 In 50-65). 

19. Regarding claim 10 - 

20. Dolan discloses the portable electronic authorization device of claim 7, wherein: 
the transceiver is at least one of an infrared, a Bluetooth or a wireless receiver, (e.g. col 
3 In 50-65). 
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21 . Regarding claim 1 1 - 

22. Dolan discloses the portable electronic authorization device of claim 8, wherein: 
the scanner is configured to scan in barcode product information for self- checkout, (e.g. 
col 3 In 50-65). 

23. Regarding claim 13 - 

24. Dolan discloses a method for xAgent automatic ordering from a remote merchant 
server using a portable electronic authorization device carried by a user, comprising the 
steps of: 

entering product information at the portable electronic authorization device; 
accumulating the product information by an xAgent running on the portable electronic 
authorization device; (e.g. col 6 In 57 - col 7 In 24) 

receiving at the portable electronic authorization device a first digital data 
representing the transaction request; providing information to the user regarding an 
ability to approve the transaction request; when the transaction request is approved by 
the user, (col 6 In 53 - col 7 In 5) 

encrypting transaction approval data as second digital data representing approval by 
the user to purchase the item performing approval and encryption of the transaction 
approval within the READ; and 

transmitting the second digital data to the electronic transaction system to 
approve the transaction request with the electronic transaction system.; (col 6 In 57- col 
7 In 24). 
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25. As above, Dolan does not specifically disclose push technology as the manner in 
which the transaction request is sent. Rothstein, however, does (e.g. par 2-3). 
Further, Rothstein discloses pushing transactions which are triggered by certain 
predetermined events, (e.g. par 4, 13, 14). Specifically, Rothstein teaches a user 
automatically receiving information (par 3) via software ("smart") agents (paragraph... 
"Ultimately...") that are programmed to retrieve information from the internet that meet 
the user's predetermined criteria. Therefore, a predictable result (see, e.g., KSR, 127 
S.Ct. at 1741, 82 USPQ2d at 1396) of Rothstein would be to apply push technology to 
retrieving any user information (e.g. stock related, sports, auctions, etc.). 

26. Dolan further does not specifically disclose utilizing a private key stored within 
the READ without transmission of the private key to the remote electronic transaction 
system or entry of the private key by the user to the READ. Benson, however, does, at, 
e.g. col 8 In 17-24. 

27. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use push technology to make transaction requests since "pushing makes" 
facilitates making money on the internet by guaranteeing sites more visitors and 
thereby, inter alia, making the sites more appealing to advertisers (see Rothstein, par 6- 
7). Further, it would have been obvious to combine Benson with the above references 
since Benson, like Dolan is in the field of authorizing electronic transactions, and 
motivated by the need for greater security through the prevention of interception of 
private keys. 

28. Regarding claim 14 - 
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29. Rothstein discloses pusliing transactions wliicli are triggered by certain 
predetermined events. (E.g. par 4, 13, 14). 

30. Regarding claims 15-16- 

31 . The method of claim 1 3, wherein the step of entering the product information 
includes using the keypad of the portable electronic authorization device to enter at 
least one of a product code, product name, manufacturing number, and quantity, and 
wherein: 

the step of entering the product information includes using a scanner in the portable 
electronic authorization device to scan at least one of a product code, product name, 
manufacturing number, and quantity, (e.g. col 3 In 50-65). 

32. Regarding claim 18 - 

33. Dolan discloses a method for self-checkout between an electronic point of sale 
transaction system and a portable electronic authorization device (READ) carried by a 
user, comprising the steps of: 

entering product information at the portable electronic authorization device (e.g. col 4 In 
32-57); 

establishing communication link between the electronic point of sale transaction 
terminal and the portable electronic authorization device; (e.g. col 5 In 20-40) 
receiving at the portable electronic authorization device a first digital data representing 
the transaction request; providing information to the user regarding an ability to approve 
the transaction request; when the transaction request is approved by the user. 
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encrypting transaction approval data as second digital data representing approval by 
the user to purchase the item (e.g. col 6 In 54- col 7 In 5); and 
transmitting the second digital data to the electronic transaction system to approve the 
transaction request with the electronic transaction system performing approval and 
encryption of the transaction approval within the READ; and printing a receipt at a 
remote printer, (e.g. col 6 In 57- col 7 In 24) 

34. As above, Dolan does not specifically disclose push technology as the manner in 
which the transaction request is sent. Rothstein, however, does (e.g. par 2-3). Further, 
Rothstein discloses pushing transactions which are triggered by certain predetermined 
events, (e.g. par 4, 13, 14). 

Dolan further does not specifically disclose utilizing a private key stored within the 
READ without transmission of the private key to the remote electronic transaction 
system or entry of the private key by the user to the READ. Benson, however, does, at, 
e.g. col 8 In 17-24. 

35. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use push technology to make transaction requests since "pushing makes" 
facilitates making money on the internet by guaranteeing sites more visitors and 
thereby, inter alia, making the sites more appealing to advertisers (see Rothstein, par 6- 
7). Further, it would have been obvious to combine Benson with the above references 
since Benson, like Dolan is in the field of authorizing electronic transactions, and 
motivated by the need for greater security through the prevention of interception of 
private keys. 
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36. Regarding claim 19 - 

37. Dolan discloses the method of claim 1 8, wherein: the step of encrypting the 
approval data is performed using a public key cryptography technique using at least a 
user's private key. (e.g. col 3 In 1-20) 

38. Regarding claim 20 - 

39. Dolan discloses the method of claim 18, wherein: the step of entering the product 
information includes using a keypad of the portable electronic authorization device to 
enter at least one of a product code, product name, manufacturing number, and 
quantity, (col 2 In 65 - col 3 In 1 0). 

40. Regarding claim 21 - 

41 . Dolan discloses the method of claim 18, wherein: the step of entering the product 
information includes using a scanner of the portable electronic authorization device to 
scan at least one of a product code, product name, manufacturing number, and 
quantity, (col 2 In 65 - col 3 In 1 0). 

42. Regarding claim 22 - 

43. Dolan discloses the method of claim 18, wherein: the step of printing the receipt 
step includes establishing a connection between the portable electronic authorization 
device and the printer, (e.g. fig 1, col 5 In 22-37). 

44. Regarding claim 23 - 

45. Dolan discloses the method of claim 22, wherein: the step of establishing a 
connection between the portable electronic authorization device and the printer is 
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performed by entering printer identification information into tlie portable electronic 
authorization device. . (e.g. fig 1, col 5 In 22-37). 

46. Regarding claim 24 - 

47. Dolan discloses the method of claim 22, wherein: the step of establishing a 
connection between the portable electronic authorization device and the printer is 
performed by entering subscriber identification information into the printer, (col 3 In 38- 
60). 

48. Regarding claims 25-26 - 

49. Dolan discloses the method of claim 22, wherein: the step of establishing a 
connection between the portable electronic authorization device and the printer is via 
infrared, or short range (e.g. col (col 5 In 20-45). 

50. Regarding claim 27 - 

51 . Dolan discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the approval is carried out based 
on user identification data saved entirely within the READ. (e.g. col (col 6 In 24-35) 

52. Regarding claim 28 - 

53. Dolan discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the encryption is conducted 
utilizing the user's private key. (e.g. col 4 In 60-67). 

54. Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may be applied as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
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responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

Conclusion 

55. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

56. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

57. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CRISTINA OWEN SHERR whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-671 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 Monday through 
Friday. 

58. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Calvin L. Hewitt, II can be reached on (571)272-6709. The fax phone 
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number for the organization wliere tliis application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

59. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Cristina Owen Sherr 
Patent Examiner, AU 3685 

/Calvin L Hewitt 11/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3685 



